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3.——Of partnership property. 
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See Disharment. 
ATTORNEY AND NT. Agreement for 
compensation. Shreve v. Freeman (N. J. 8. C.), Ab. 814 
2.—Attorney’s authority to = client. Schoregge v. 
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(U. 8. .» La.), 
8.—Purchase of matter in suit from client 
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e Pledge. 
BANKRUPTCY. Auctioneer receiving de 
purchaser does not act in a ‘ fiduci wis $} —— 
within act. Gibson v. Gorman (N. J.8 
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KING. condition 


BANK 
in, as to loan to director. Workingmen’s Bank- 
ing Co. v. Rautenberg (Ill. S. C.), Ab 
2.— Debt to bank in violation of statute not recoverable. 
Penn v. Bornman (Ill. 8. C.), Full . 
3.— ny ome raft at request of owner ; = of. Jung 
ard Sav. Bank (Wis. 8S C.), A 
See Contract ; Cor, Lope nt : National Bank ; Suretyship. 
Re , Women t may admitted. Matter of Hall (Conn. 
BASTARD 
to convict. State v. Nichols (Minn. 8 
BE EST. For — 
ughes v. Dely (Conn. § 
I . See Desnition 
ame of obligor need not appear * a 
Partridge v. Jones (Ohio 8S. bi Ab.. . 455 
2.— Penal ; interest on 
vy. Robinson Me, S. 
BOUNDARY. ‘along 
y+ ee may be bound by. 


» Preponderance of ev idence & sufficient 


"ponds or lakes; estoppel; 
tate v.Milk (U.S.C. C.Ind.), 194 


2.—Conveyance bounded on waters of lake renders gran- 
tee riparian owner. Richardson vy. Prentiss (Mich. 8. 


Cc. 
3.— Notice ; adverse 
Slocumb y. Chic. 
4.—Stakes set in ground 2 survey 
plat. Turnbull v. Schroeder ( 


Bor OME yonG See Maritime ;* 


Holders of, entitled to prop- 
erty 4 ww? — oor Ay wo of. Forbes v. Boston a 


an ALaL Es 


to bribe witness. 


Reo nC. estoppel; pppenctien. 
R. Co. ‘Iowa 8. C.), Ab 
ryser ail os r'recorded 
inn. 8. C. 


ons See Criminal Law. 4 
LISE. a Contract. 


B 0 . Of real RX. at. entitled to commission. 
aux y. Old South Boclety at — 8. C.), Ab 413 
BURIAL. Place; dedication ; conversion. Jef- 
freys v. ce (Penn. C. P.), N 
See Cremation. 


CAMP-MEETING. See Constitutional Law; Stat- 


utor ER OF GO 
CARRIER O OD8. Liability for loss by alter- 
ono" of ~ PF Spo hman y. Cent. R. R. & B. 
Co. (U.S. C., Ala.), Full . 
a—heset for several lines run as one but not jointly, 
agent ae oe gry, Citizens’ Ins, Co. v. Kountz 
Line (U.8 Ab 
3. ros fies’ — liable for damage beyond own 
a ks back eae wie Knight v. Providence & 
4.—One ‘connecting with others liable only for his own 
negligence ; contract as to liability between lines 
oe as inure to benefit ofshipper. Aigen v. Boston 
R. Co.(Mass. Be C.), Ab. 378 ; Milne v. Douglass, 
to's . C. C., Mo.), / 
5.—Special contract limiting liability does not relieve 
from liability for loss by pease. hengen v. Good- 
rich Trans. Co. (Wis.S. C.), Ab.. 
6.—Contract with, Rattins liability. 
chester & L. Ry. Co. (Eng. 
7.—Contract limiting liability not ‘presumed to include 
loss from carrier’s negligence; collision between two 
ships of same line. hartered Mercantile Bank v. 
Netherland Steam Nav. Co. (Eng. Q. B. D.), 
8. ee m ey breach of contract by. Miller v. Brash 
D 
9.—Lien for freight and charges ; goods received from 
postiows a * Vaughan v. Prov. & W. R. Cc o., (R. - 
10.—Log ipivin com any not. Mann y. White R., etc. a 
Co. (Mich. i. g 
11.— Selling freiiht for charges, duty in. Shiversv. Na- 
than (Ala. 8. C.), N 
CARRIER OF PASSENGERS, 
. . Vant on passengers ; liability for. 
" R. Co. v. Flexman (I il. S.C. ), Full 
2.— Negligence, carrier liable to passenger for, of inde- 
pendent carrier employed by him ; liability of sev- 
eral wrong-doers. Keep v. Indianapolis &t. a R.Co. 
(0. 8. c.C. Ab.. ‘ 


0.), 
3.—— posse ger leaving moving “train.” Je- 
well v. ease, St. P. & Co. (Wis. S. C.), Ab. 239 
4. rw 4 of passen E% “ ov er. Yorton y. Mil. L. 
8. & W. Ry. Co. (Wis. 8S. C.), A 
5.— Ejection of iaikean Ln Ta for refusal to pay ad- 
vanced fare on train ; refusal to carry on same train 
er age. oan vy. Manchester & L. is (Mass. * 


Assault by 
Chicago & 


sere 
. Il. 


u 
—_— KAT genvenger tendering tax certificate for fare; : 
ejection ; another offering fare for him. Louisville — 


CARRIER OF PASSENGERS. ~Cantinnel. Pp age. 

8.—Street railway; negligence; passengers getting a" 
oe | ta.. People’s Pass. Ry. Co. v. Green 
( 

9.— Brideses’: injury ‘to ‘boy while getting ‘on car ; de- 
Od aon of driver of car subsequent to accident. 


(Md. A 
W.— Sleep “3 car company; liable for wy aac. © 
from pepenanes. Dieh v. Woodruff . Co. (Ind. 
ll. — Injury to. passenger ‘in sleeping car; liability of rail- 
road compan Cleveland, etc., R. Co. v. Walrath 
(Ohio 8. C.), 52% 
See Damages ; Demurrage ; Sunday. 
SHACK 


-* Ni egotiable Instrument. 
See Municipal Corporation ; Statutory Con- 
structi« 
ITIZENS 


HIP. See Removal of Cause. 
IVIL R See Criminal Law. 
ne M . See Easement. 
sk \e te Maritime Law. 
oe ty Vv. We (N. 


. When set ws ends when not. Ac- o 
SONFISGA ATK See Criminal Law. 


N. AW Statutory Construction. 
W. Action under law of ano- 
ther uct foreclosure _ deficiency. Belmont v. 
Cornen (Conn. S. C.), A 


— of majority of TF In re Wanda S. (Austria), 


4. —Federal court may not enjoin suit in State court. 
Harrison Wire Co. v. Wheeler(U. 8. C. C.,Conn.), Ab. 117 
5.—Federal stamp act, not applicable to State courts. 
Woodward vy. Roberts (N. 8. 5 
6.—Jurisdiction in case of forgery. “Lindsay v. State 
(Ohio 8. C.), Full 437 
7.—Loan by citizen of one pongo to citizen of another. 
Kellogg v. Miller (U.8.C. C., Neb.), Ab 
8.—Statute of State as to prac slow binding on "7 
courts; OSC: new trial. Equator M. &. 8. Co. 
v.Hall ( .8.C.), Ab. 
9. Seas od tion ; State c onstruction of State 
law binding on Federal court ; evidence; journalsof 
lopielative ing 7 Amoskeag Nat’l Bank ¥. Ottawa. 


CONSIDERATION. Promise to pay debt volunta- 

rily, released. Ingersoll v. Martin (Md. App.), N 
See Contract. F 
CONSTITUTIONAL LAW. Act, title of and 
contents. Ives vy. Norris (Neb. 8.C.), Ab 5 
2.—Adultery between persons of different races and 
color. Pace v. State (Ala. S. C.), N.................- 1 
3.—Impairing contract ; exempting municipal property 
from seizureffor debt. City of New Orleans v. Mor- 
ris (U. 8.8. C.), ‘ 
4, rm law: "tedeo may not instruct toconvict. U. 
.v. Taylor qw: Kans.), 

5. B.. statutes regulating, and compensation for 
sheep killing, valid. Town of Wilton v. Weston, 
(Conn. 8. ©), ‘ab 

6.—Tax on 1 dogs, constitutional. 
(Mich. S. C.), N..... 

7.—Eminent domain involves ‘compensation paid. or se- 
cured ; uncertain fund not compensation; direc tion 
to chief financial officer of the city to pay over to _ 
city; — municipal corporation; right of State to act 
for; statutory construction. Sage v. Brooklyn (N. 
Y.A »p.), Ab 

8.—Evidence, statute en gating prima facie rule of. Peo- 
ple v. Lyon (N. Y. 8. C.), N ie 

9.—Excise tax on insurance companies. Conn. Mut. L. 
ns. Co. v. Comm. (Mass. S. C.), Ab 518 

10.—“ a See Harman v. Harwood (Md. § 

11. —Fees, atetusory , not purchase of justice. 
Hallett (R.I.S Full 

12.—Juror not public officer; legislative limitation of 
eligibility. State v. Bradley “Conn. 8. , 1 

13,— Legislature may authorize trustee tocony ert realty 
into personalty. Petition of Post (R. L. C.), Ab. 

14.— Legislature cannot rec all bill sent to y ett 9 

Wolf v. McCall (Va. 8S. C.) Fu 369 

15.— Statute giving lien on pa without notice to owner; 
law of the land. Quimby v. Hazen (Vt.S.C,), a é 

16.— Municipal indebtedness, limitation of. Hebard v. 
Ashland Co. (Wis. 8. C.), Ab 

17.— Ordinance requiring assent of third persons to es- 
tablish laundry, invalid. Re Quong Woo, (Cal.8.C.), 


VanHorn v. ingot 
. 308 


Perce v. 


N 8 

18.-—Prohibiting wooden buildings in borough, invalid. 
Kneedler v. Morristown (Penn. 8. C.), N 184 

19.— Press, freedom of, forbidding Sikene announce- 


y: not abridging. Hart vy. People (N. Y. 8. C.), 

20.— Taxation, uniformity . eee. State v. Wes- 
tern Un. Tel. Co. (Me. S. C.), Ab 

21.—Tax on vendors of goods by State. 

(Md.App.), Fu 

22.— Twice in jeopardy; 

oa of grand larceny. 


Corson v. State * ‘. 


imprisonment for life on third 
Taylor v. Comm (Ky. 





atc.. R. Co, v. Garrett (Tenn. 8. C.), N 


App.), N 
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CONSTITUTIONAL LAW.—Continued. P. 

23.— Provision as to credit by one State to public acts 
of another; does not include decisions of State 
courts as to its statute. Wiggins Ferry Co. v. Chic. 
& Alt. R- Co. (U. 8. C. C. Mo.), Ab... 

24.— State law ated ob. against products of other 
States. State v. Stucker (Lowa 8S. C.),Fu 

25.— State statute impairing contract. 
Watson v. Mobile (U. 8. C. C. Ala.), 

26.— Statute against vending refreshment, etc., within 
one mile of camp-meeting!ground, not oe we xt 
tutional. Commonwealth v. Bearse (Mass ms 


27.— W ‘harfage, ‘loc al, charges not tax on toanane nor 
regulation of commerce e. Cincinnati & P. 
Catlettsburgh (U. 8. 8. C.), Ak 33 

See Criminal Law ; “Jurisdiction ; Municipal Bonds; Mun- 

icipal a ‘orporation : Taxation. 

CONTEMPT. Costs not allowable for proceedings 
for criminal ; appeal in contempt proceedings. Peo- 
ple ex rel. New York Society for ony of Cru- 
elty to Children v. Gilmore (N. Y. App.), 18 

2.—Violating injunction order. Baker v. Cities ‘WN. C. 

8. C.), Full. 194 
3.--By counsellor of other State appearing in this State. 

Chaffee v. Quidneck Co. (R. I. 8. C.),-Ab. 57 
4.—Revoking offer to purchase property sold by order 

of court. eo ck Co. vy. Chaffee (R. I. 8. C.), Ab.. 356 

CONT - Acceptance of proposition to bind 

must 17y unqualified. Ortman v. Weaver (U. 8. C.C., 

Mich.), . so ae 

2.—When c omplete ; preliminary negotiations; statute 

of frauds ; part ec ato aye free ific performance. 

Wharton v. Stoutenburgh (N Er. & App.), Ab.... 317 
3.—Breach of, when action | 7: “is domages. Dingley 

v. Oler (U. 8S. C. C., Me.), Ab... 
4.—Breach of promise of ove ae c ‘ause of ‘action ‘for 

does not survive. Chase y. Fitz (Mass. 8.C.), Ab .. 258 

—Administrator, contract for personal service not en- 

forceable against. Siler v. Gray (N. C. 8. C.), Full... 288 

6.—To publish advertisement and puff advertised article 

mre i public policy. Gade v. Robinson Con. M. 

Jo. (N. 0. Marine), N 

7.—Bank hares, for purchase of ; public policy. 

v. Drake (Kans. 8. 
8.—Bishop hiring priest. Rose v. Vertin. (Mich. s. C.), 
9.—To receive less sum than debt in payment; statute 

of frauds. Schweider v. Lang (Minn. 8. C.), Ab 
10.—Consideration : —- agreement for compromise. 

Little v. Allen (Tex. S 

-—; subscription ; * mutual Depeniness interest 

Trustees of Maine Cent. Inst. v. Haskell (Me. 8. Go. 
nate ; what necessary to defeat. Johnston v. Smith 

N.C. 8. C.), Ab.. 

1B. of ilticie cohabitation ; ; promise ‘to support ille- 
gitimate child. Wallace v. tappleye (il. 8. C.), Ab. 316 

14.—Construction ; ‘‘more P 4 less ; 

Holland (Mich. §S. C.), 


” validity. 

15.—Custom does . 
bard (Mich. 8. C.), 

16.—Hard bargain by b. . Pe 
Storrs v. Scougale (Mich. 8. 

17.—Illegal ; not to eppese discharge in “pankruptey. 
arble v. Grant (Me. 

18.———; partes not 4, pari PO Harrington v. 
Grant (Vt. 8S. C.), Full. 291; Bateman v. Robinson 
(Neb. 8. C.), Full. ... 

19.—Implied, as to payment for materials furnished for 
improvements on a. Bailey v. Rutjes (N.C. S. 


C) 


Ry i 


Rea v. 
c a 


when not enforced. 


21.— aE breach of, on coceunt 7 disease of prom- 
isor. Allen v. Baker{(N 8. C. 
22.—To marry; release tke as consideration ‘to pay 
money. Snell v. Bray (Wis. 8. C.), N 5 
23.—On option, when er Mele hert v. ‘Am. Un. Tel. 
Co. (U Iowa), 
24.— To form or Prod os + cane . damages ‘for breach 
of. Hill v. Palmer (Wis. 38. hip: 4 pan 
25.—.Public rary exclusive aan a railway company 
for telegraph invalid ; restraint of trade ; equitable 
relief; real and personal property : purchaser with 
notice. sore Un. Tel. Co. v. Burl. & 8. W. . Ry. 
Co. (U. . C. Towa), 7 
me, aS what tender necessary to authorize. 
Potter v. Doyle, (Wis. 8S. C.), Ab 2 
27.— Instruction by religious order; breach by pupil. 
Austrian Case. 
28.— As to bid at + ° “marina validity of. are. 
Wait (Vt.8.C.),A 
29.— Agreement as > Bid at public auction legal. “Smith 
v. Ullman (Md. S. C.), Ab 477 
30.— For service ; hiring for a year. Buckingham vy. Sur- 
rey & H. Canal Co. (Eng. 
31.— Verbal, validity = for sale of goods. 
Camp (Vt. 8. C.), 
32.— When option ay te not ae. Gregory v. Wattowa 
(Iowa s. C. ), Ab 
See Carrier : Conflict of ‘Law: 


Fraud; “Marriage; Party. 
CONTRIBUTION. 


See Fences. 











Nu See Bill of Ladingl; Execution. Page. 
. See Fraud. 


eens 1 


NV. 
CONVEVANCE 
PYRIGH 
Yuengling v. Toh (U.8 
2.— Pictures in illustrated por ty are subject of. 
Grace v. Newman (Eng.), 1383 
3.— Play, exhibited, may not be poquotneed from mem- 
or. Tompkins Vv. alleck (Mass. 8. C.), Ab. 413 
4.—— nfringement of right of author in uncoprighted; 
getting copy from memory. Tompkins v. Heath 


Mass. 8. C.), 
CORPOR ATION. 


Assessment by directors, courts 


a w not examine motives of lawful. Oglesby v.Attrill | 


.), Ab 
2.—Bank, transfer of securities by officer in course oe" 
business passes title though — Whiting v. 
Wellinton (U. 8. C. C., Mass.), A 
3.—Foreign in State subject to’ statute as to service ; H 
on ” in State. Merchant’s Mfg. Co. v. Grand 
T. R. Co. (U. 8. C. C., N. Y.), Ab 
4. —Guaranty of dividends of one by another ; power ‘of 
directors to po oquteaet. lagg v. Manhattan 
Ry. Co. (0.8 Ab 
5 —Insolvency * eaiineed s bill against shareholders: 
foreign udgments. Walser v. Seligman (U. 8. C. 


6.--President, when not bound by ‘fraudulent acts of; 
ency. Wright’s appeal (Penn. 8. C.),A 476 
7.—Stock, sale of; warranty ; fraudulent over-issue. 
People’s Bank v. Kurtz (Penn. ‘ b. 
8.—Transfer of stock; bank concluded by aquon iW 
officers. Cecil Nat'l Bank v. Watsontown (U. 8 


Cc. 

9.—Stockhoiders, liability ‘of. Sonoma Val. Bank v. 
Hill (Cal. 8. C.), Ab.. 

10. , liability for debt; 
manufacturing corporation act. 
(N.Y p.), Ab 

ll. ‘ at on against, for debts; return of execution 
ao? Rocky Mountain Nat'l Bank v. Bliss (N. 


12. a =, breach of trust, equity will not interfere for 
weet S management o1 of. Sims v. Street R. 


Co. (Ohio §. 
13.—Ultra vires ; ns to exhibition enterprise. 
li (Mass. 8. 


aoa of Maine Cent. Inst. v. Haske 
14.—-—-, claim of, not available except to State i a 
interested in corporation. New Orleans, M. 
R. Co. (U. 8.58. ,A 
See Banks and Banking ; Fraud ; Jurisdiction ; Mu- 
micipat Corpor anion Receiver ; Removal of Cauise. € 


TS. Attorney-General not entitled to, of ay. 
Atty. Gen. v. Continental Ins. Co. 


2.— hen attorney unsuccessfully opposing scams © 
for receiver entitled to, out of estate ; corporation. 
Barnes v. seins | NY App. pa 

‘ontemp 


COUNTERFEI TING. Filling ‘hole in coinis. U. 
S. v. Lissner (U.S. Mass 391 
“Bentences k by. Ex parte "Ma- w 


Cc RTS-MAR TAL. 
son (U.8.8. C.), Full.. 
COVENANT. To repair ; liability on. Haywood Vv. 
Brunswick Perm. Bldg. Soc (Eng. App.) Ab 
See Bankruptcy ; Party. 
CREDITOR. Bill, when judgment at law not neces- 
yar Merchants Nat’! Bank v. Paine (R. I.8. 


176 
eneral 
raper 


construction of 
Handy v. 


rs 





ousinedinaen Expense of, not valid charge inst 
estate. Williams v. Williams (Eng. Ch. D.), F Full... 248 

CRIMINAL LAW. Abortion; Dleading; amend- 

ment. State v. Stokes (Vt. 8 .C), Ab 418 

2.—Ac e- formes, when prisoner has not been in 
peril. O’Brien (Eng. Cr. Cas , Ab 

a, %., S eaninalt procsesing | to recover penalty 
for. Mitchell v. State (Neb. 8. A 

4.— Assault u 


7. By Raman unconnected within with dwelling 
pouse one dwelling-house. Fairchild v. People (Mich. 
8.— Breach of peace, —— another to, by lawful 
om pes ont nal. atty v. Gillbanks (Eng. Q. B. 
), Fu 


9.—C onfession ; silence where criminatory ae 
oe made in presence. State v. Weaver (Iowa S. C.), 


10.—Constitutional law ; ; civil rights, amendments. Le 
Grand v. U. 8. (U.S. C. C. Tex.), Ab 

11. ; right of accused to appeer may he waived. 
Sahlinger v. People (Ill. 8S. C.), A 

12.— Evidence; admission of one jolt defendant x 4 
G) Ab. against other. People v. Stevens (Mich.S 

13. ; irresponsible “drunkenness; “burden of proof. 
State v. Grear (Minn. 8. C.), Ab 
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CRIMINAL LAW.—Continued. Page. 


l4.—Evidence; declarations of interested party as sess 
of res tz. Robinson v. State (Md. App.). Ab 

15. of marriage; offense by. wife in husband's pres- 
ence. State v. Boyle (R. I y ».. 

6. ; when testimon taken at former trial inadmis- 
sible. U.S. v. Angell (U.S. C. C. N. H.), Ab 

7 ; proof of other similar ‘offenses; false pretenses. 
Commonwealth v. Jackson (Mass. 5. C.), A 

18. of reputation of bawdy house; identity ‘of 
keeper ; acts of defendant; house need not be kept 
for profit. State v. Smith (Minn. S. C.), Ab 


358 
19. of sale of Bquors i U. 8. license ; constitutional o 
9 


law. State v. Mellor (R. 1.8. C.), Ab. 
20. ; testimony of deceased witness. Robinson v. 
State (Ga. 8. C. 
21.—False pretenses ; failure to fulall promise not. 
min. Vv. Moore (Penn. 8. C), Ab. . 
22.———-; pleading. State v. Lewis (Kans. 8. .C. ds “Ab... 


23.———; representation as to future act. ‘Reg. v. Speed us 


(Eng. Cr. Cas. R.), Ab 
24.—Former conviction; on same act constituting two 
offenses. Hershfield v. State (lex. App.). Ab........ 
25. eas, << of indictment. 


(Ga. 8 
eating ; 
"Gray Minn. 8 
27.—Homicide ; parent neglecting ~ Lewy pores 
attendance Regina v. Morb r. C. R.), Ab. 
28.—Indictment ; copy may ar ~- fotituted "tor lost one. 
State v. Rivers (lowa 8. 


inton y. State 


” Viall (U0, Full 
: tA ‘of My a! — property ; ; two names. 

People v. Quong (Cal. S. 
1.--Intent; when it a thd when it need not be 
proved. State v. King (N.C. 8. C.), 

a Hatin in case of murder. Guiteau vy. U.S. (D. 

, 

33.—Larceny ; by conversion of goods found. Goss v. 

State (Tex. App.), 


; pleading ; certainty of description. State v. 
Ab 199 


” Me Anulty (Kans. $ 
35. of wife’s goods by, husband. 


State v. Parker, 
(Cuyahoa C. P. Ohic 


36.— Libel, indictment for. ‘State v. Townsend (. Cs. P 


C.), Full. 

37.—Malicious act, liability for.” ‘Queen vy. Martin (Eng. 
Cr. Cas. R.), Ful 

38.- Manslaughter ; : itaces of ‘parent! to furnish medical 
am. Queen v. Morby (Eng. Cr. C. R.) A 
Married woman ; Tow Rae of Ae SD Stato 
v. Shee (R. I. 8. C.), Ab 

40 Bt Bn) letters found in petnonee 

; voice of prisoner. Willett v. People (N. 


41.—Postal offense ; advertising counterfeit money ; for 
sale ; ovtieete co 8 
vy. Jones (U.S 
— Pleadin, pats Ret, ‘aiioinpts o euiiee 
” two children. People v. Miller (Cal. 8. C.), Ab . 
43.—Practice ; acts dehors record injuring Ranieed not 
frounds of exception ; evidence; hereditary insan- 
_ 4 Walsh v. People (N. Y. App.) 
44.— Rer 


noval of cause; when criminal cause com- 
Ab. 260 


menced. State v. Bolton (U.S. C. C., Ga.) 

45.— Sale of yong ty: Cre timefimmaterial._ Comm. 
v. Doyle (Mass. 8. C 
— Seduction; what 1. TR promise of marriage. 
” Rice v. Comm. (Penn. 8.C.), N . 

7. of chaste woman under romise of marriage ; 
chastity not ayo ; corro quesqeees Zabriskie v. 
State (N. J. 

48 — Sunday ior: 
material. Hoover v. State (Md. P-), ‘Ab 

49.— Stolen property, what ph Ey oa a vi for 
yes received. Williams .v. People ( Ill. C.), 


50.—Trial : court, cannot direct verdict ‘of guilty. ue a 
v. Taylor (U 8. C. C. Kans.), 

51. --—— ; allusion to defendant's failure to testify. Aus- 
tinv. People (Ill. 8 C.). Ab 

52. : incompetence bag juror; waive 
State (Neb. 8. C.), A 

53.— — w pleading. 


54.— “Wikness ; - criminal defendant liable to cross exami- 
ation as ‘to other criminalities; odalnees | — 
adulterous acts. State v. Witham (Me. 8 

See Constitutional Law; Evidence Plo ae 

CUSTOM. Of not ploughing around stacks ; com- 

munication ¢ fire. Ormond y. Cent. lowa k. Co. 


(lowa 8. C.), N i copemmeaains 
See Contraet. 


Data of pro On breach of contract to sell wit 
loss of profits. Thal vy. Henderson (Eng. Q. B. D. 


” State v. “Drury (R. 


2.——— for manufactured article. Bookwalter vy. Clark 
(0. 8.C. C. Wis.), Ab 
ar aT ars sale of machines. Marsh v. McPherson (U. 


for ryaa Ud of securities. U.S. v. ' 





DAMAGES —Continued. Pag 
4.— Measure of, on breach of special contract. Wigsell 
v. School for ‘Indigent Blind (Eng. Q. B. D.), Ab 
5. rye y Breach y contract. Murdock vy. Boston 
A. R. Co. (Mass. C.), 163 
6.— For death by DN tel in “discretion é ury. 
Hooghkirk v. Del. & H. Canal Co. (N. Y. C.), Full 
7.—Negligence ; specuiative & a? 34. Good- 
year Rubber ‘Co (Wis. 8. 
Zs es. breach of. aise. Blodgett we Hs. 


9.— When loss of profits not allowed as. McEwen v. Me- 
Kinnon (Mich. 8. C.), Ab... ll 
See Animal; Carrier; Maritime Law; “Municipal 
Cor eo Slander and Libel; Trover. 

D. Boundary ; when not void for uncertainty. 
Cilley v- Childs (Me. 8.C.), A 

2.———; description; monuments. Tyler v. Fickett, 
(Me. *s. ),A 

3. — future interest as heir; : “construction. Gilbert 

. James (N.C. 8. C.), Ab 

4. or husband and wife ; non-delivery by husband 
during wife’ piite: after acquired title. Benneson v. 
Aiken (Il. 8. Mis 0005 +nateeSS eaeeteeeense ubees 

5.— wor = cee. “Parkinson v. MeQuaid (Wis. 


See Marriage ; Mortgage ; Sale. 


DEFINITION. ” Appropriation ” md construc- - 
on. 


U.S. v. Nicholson (U.S , Or.), N 
2.— us Benev slent in will. Suter E * Hilliard (Mass. 8. 


3.— Betting or gaming,” option dealings not. Shaw 
~ CP, MuNtdh Dacasesss csccecesss ecenebeses 

4—"6. 0. D.” See Evidence. 

5.—“‘ Drift stuff,”’ goods posted ashore from peng: not. 
Watson v. Knowles . T. & GD, GPa... 

6.—‘‘ Executive.”” See mititutional Law. 

7.—* Fiduciary character.” See Bankruptcy. 

8.—* Found.” See Cor poration. 

9.—** ingress, egress and regress.’’ See Easement. 

10.—“ orin or about.”’ See State tory ¢ mez aw 

— Logs and timber.”’ Kolloch y. Porcher,(Wis. 8. C. O.), 


2.—** Malice.” See Statutory Construction. 
13.—“‘ Minerals,” flint stones. Tucker v. Singer (Eng. o- 


Ap 5 
14.—‘* More or less.”’ See Contract. 
15.—‘‘ On the shore” aos necessarily ‘‘ aground.” The 
Mac. (Eng. App. 
— ‘* Place of APP 
it —‘ — obscene letter. U. 


:See Statutory Construction. 
.v.Loftis (U.S. 


Ry —‘* Society.” See Statutory Construction 
— ‘‘*Spile.”” |The Chase (Can. 
be. —epbols and implements,” dairy appliances. Fish v. 
Street (Kans. 8. C.), N 
23.—‘‘ Tool or implement. ” See Exemption. 
24.— ‘* Tools and instruments.”’ See Execution. 
25.— ‘‘ Unoccupied.” See Insurance, Fire. 
DEMURRAGE. peat —" apply to conten by land. 
Chicago & N. W. 
. See Wekkoone - 
. te to ; attachment. Nicholson v. Cook 
MENT. Attorney : appeal ; 
re Orton (Wis. 8. » Full 
DIVORCE. TE, phn non-resident prohibiting 
eae ze ‘ae. Garner Vv. a ( oe App. » 
Full. d a piace . 25 
“See Marriage. 
DOMICILE. Coming into State unacco 
bt ple attachment. Swaney v. Hutchins ( 


BEL CRIT ES yy law. 


BILL. See imitation 


+ eeneee 


anees by 
(Neb. 8. C. - 


EASEMENT. Construction of deed of right of way 
meaning of grant of right of ‘‘ ingress, oqrems oad 
a ’ Somerset v. Gt. W. Ry. Co. (Eng. Q. B. D.), 


2.—In dam, included under appurtenances ; presump- 
tion. Baker v. Bessey (Me. 8. C.), Ab. 

3°— Lateral support. Lemaitre v. Davis (Eng. “Ch. D. Ye 
Ab 

4.— Loss ‘by non- user; by estoppel. “Steere v. “Tiffany 
(R. 1.8. C.), Ab 

5.— By necessity need not be reserved in deed. 
brook v. Tufnell (Eng. Q. B. 

6.—Oral licence to flow Ty Ke, equitable ‘relief. 
Johnson v. Skillman (Minn. 8. C.), A 

7.—Right of dominant and servient estates ; 

mines. Pomeroy vy. Salt Co. (Ohio S. C.), Ab... 

8.— Right of way by necessity. Chase v. saptetind (Mass. § 8. 
C.), Ab 

9. —Running with land, party wall. 
(UL. 8. C.), Ab. 





enkins (Il. 8. C.), N... 3238 
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EJECT ME NT. wertance 3 i, 
ill v. Moffatt (Mich. 8 

See C onflict of Law. 
When result not disturbed because of 


ELECTION 


' ‘Page 
limitation ; estoppel. 
), Ab 457 


go votes: me ©. - proof. State ex rel. Deloatch ' 


HATER RA WAY. See Injunction. 
N. iL Statutory Construction. 
ONMAIN Exercise for private{benefits 
not ENT Bo drainage of v= enel v. Green 
Island Drain Go. (Neb. S. C.), A 
2.—Measure of compensation of land Hok"g ner. "Freemont, 
E. & Mo. V. R. Co. v. hate pape (Neb ») Ab 
3.--Nature of title ae 
tual Un. Tel. Co. C.), 
See C onatitational Law; 


ESTOPPEL Adjudi 


Hanna v. Reed (Il 


Water-course. 


C.), 4 


Ad eae by court of another State. : 


2.—Affirmation of ownership by pestanees of chattels. . 
) 


Burgess v. Wilkinson (R. I. C.), Fu 


3.—-One mortgaging y gat Gir9 deny ownership. 
21 


Harvey v. Harvey (R. I. 
4.—Placing obstructions w anate. 
v. Weare (Iowa S. C.), Ab 
See on False Impr isonment ; 
Life: NCE 
EVIDE CE” Account book containing only lump- 
pg od inadmissible. Corr v. Sellers (Penn. 8. 


Insurance, 


-), N..- 
2.—In admiralty ; 3 statements of part owners “of "vessel. 
Clark v. Weeks (U.S. 8. C.), Ab.. 

3.—Agent, declarations of ; res gestw. 
ther (Ky. App.) N.. 

4.——; declarations of, not ‘proof of agency. Gilbert v. 
James (N -C. Be 

5.—‘* C. O. D., mF Sisal notice of. 
ing Liquors (Me. S. C.), A 

6.— Criminal conviction of crime conclusive as tolfact of 
crime. Commonwealth vy. Feldman (Mass. 8. C.), Ab. 

7.— Declarations as to matters of general interest; ‘date 
of erection of school-house. South W. School Dist. 
v. Williams (Conn. 8. C.), Ab.. 

8.— Exemption; selection between articles by “debtor. 
George v. Bassett (Vt. 8. C.), Ab.. 

9.— Of good character of defendant in civil ‘cases. “Simp- 
sun v. Westenberger (Kans. 8. C.), Full... .. 

10.—Hearsay declarations of patient to physician attend- 
inghim. Knox v. Wheelock (Vt. 8. C.), 

11.— In action for indecent assault on + tod po 
acts of lewdness on her part wf be shown. Galer- 
ette v. McKinley (N. Y. 8. C.) 

12. we of another State. frostongv. Reed (R. I. 8.C.), 


State v. Intoxicat- 


13.— Married ‘woman’s acknowledgment, ‘certificate of 
notary as to. Aruaz v. Escandon (Cal. 8. C.), * 
14.— Parol to alter terms of contract. Dickinson Vv. 
Harris (lowaS8. C.), Ab 

15.— Receipt, explanation or contradiction of. 
v. Frazier (N. J, Er. & App.), Ab 

16.— Signal service officers’ record as to weather. 
say v. Cusimano (U.8. C. C 

17.— Scientific books; comin 2 jury. 
ler (Cal.), 43; Pinney vy. Cahill (Mich. 8. C. Pisin: 60 

18.— Of subornation of witness by agent of railroad 
compan dye at of company. Chicago C. Ry. Co. 
vy. McMahon (iil 

19.— Of value; price at - seus sale of property may be 
shown. Norton v. Willis (Me. 8. C.), Ab.. 


“Lind- 


20.— Witness, wagons hment of. 


2 ‘ ‘ 

See Advancement ; Carr ier: : Conflie tof Law; 
Law; Criminal Law: 
Slander and Libel ; Ww il; Witness. 

EXECUTION. Exemption ; ; exchange of ar 


panied for non exempt. Connell v. Fisk (Vt. 8. C.), 


Davison y. Sechrist 


2. ‘* Tools and instruments.” 
(Kans. 8. C.), 
3.—Levy upon grain. crop; “what sufficient to amount 
to conversion. Hassfeldt v. Dill (Minn. 8. C.), Ab. 
4.—Setting aside sale for bad faith; laches; Code Civ. 
Proc. § 1140. McIntyre v. Sanford (N. Y. App. ), Ab.. 
5.—Sheriff, duty of, as between prior and junior; nter- 
ference by creditor. Ohlson v. Pierce (Wis. 


See Exemption. 


‘City of Sioux City 7 


414 


27 


Swain 


313 
People v. Whee- 
pet 


222 


Amidon v. Hosley (Vt. 
337 


Constitutional 
Landlord and Tenant ; Negligence ; 


315 
196 


EXECUTOR. Claim against estate for detective 
Ch.), A 259 


services. Matter of Lewis (N. J. 
2.—Dealings of, with trust estate ; liability of innocent 
third party; deposit in bank. Goodwin v. Ameri- 
can National Bank (Conn. 8. C.), Ab 
3. > surviving partner must settle partnership affairs. 
Dayton v. Bartlett (Ohio 8. C.), Ab 
See Trust. 
EXEMPTION. From execution; double, 
implement.’ Jenkins v. McNall (Kans. 8. C.), N.. 
eee mone [pence in bank. wane v. White 
(Kans. 8. C.), Sea 


EXPERT. 


ee ie or 


, * Exee ution; ’ Sale. 


See Witness. 





Page. 


EXTRADITION. Foreigner committing crime pro 
tanto subject of that country; nature of warrant. 
Regina v. Ganz (Eng. Q. B. D. Ab 


FALSE IMPRISONMENT. Petepee! ; y -s09 of 


justification. Ellis v. Cleveland (Vt. S. C.), 


Action. 
FALSE PRETEN SE ; See Criminal Law. 
FALS z REPRESENTATION. See Fraud. 
PERS RAL QUESTION. See Jurisdiction. 
See Constitutional Law. 
EvoRs. Division; land owner building, has no 
action at commen — ens CEES aes v. 
HMAN, Se he eee bnesauae ; 


See Re cen 














ISHERIES. Dominion fishery act; Sagvante de- us 


licto, The A. H. Wanson (Canada), N 
FIX TURES. Marble counter slabs; weather vane. 
Ry.) Bldg Asso. v. Burger (Penn. 8. C 
--As between mortgagor and mortgages ; building 
not fixed to soil. 
FO RGE RY. See Conflict of Law; Cr iminal Law. 
FRAUD. Bill to review decree for; equity. Adair v. 
Cummins (Mich.8. C.), Ab 
2.—Conveyance, husband and wife, exchange of lands 
oO: em. 


3.—Conv eyance, fraudulent ; judgment creditor having 
Sy on land cannot set aside. Hoak’ rgiohtags (Penn. 
3.),.Ab. 
4.—— to children in view of second marriage.» 
ilton v. Smith (Iowa 8. 

5. ; when subsequent creditors me impeach; bur- 
den of proof. Matthai v. Heather (Md. App.), "Ab . 
6.—--— in fraud of creditors. Golden vy. Gillam (Eng. 

Ch. D.), Full. ‘ 
vi ; mortgage by insolvent debtor to creditor who 
Blennerhasset v. 


‘Ham- 


‘ 
conceals engeteonsy ~ give credit. 
Sherman (U.8.38.C.), Ab. 
ts fraudulent post Rene for value has no “equity 
against creditors for purchase price. Ferguson v. 
Hillman (Wis. 8. C.), Ab 
9. ar are rescission of,for. Lauer’s Appeal (Penn. _ 
>) 
10. —Corporation ; sale of stock induced by ‘threats of 
assessment. 
as of, onnote; tender. 
(Me. 8. ,A 
12.—False 
action for. 
13. ; liability for. 
14. = what necessary to sustain action for: value 
of property ; pocapentas of company. Smith v. Chad- 
wick (Eng. App.), / - 
15.—In mortgaging proper ty; : 
spective value. prove v. Butler (U ude 
16.—Provisions of law intended to prevent. cannot be in- 
voked to perpetuate; implied et equitable 
action. Robbins y. Robbins (N. Y. A D.)y Ab 
17.—Representation as to value. VanVechten v. Smith 
(lowa 8. C.), 4 
nother. of; contract to answer for default of an- 
other 
. contract | not within a year. Sutcliffe v. Atlan- 
tic Mills (R. I. 8. C.), Ab 
20. ; when poder An for article to be vy - oe 
not within. Meincke v. Falk (Wis. 8. C.), F 
21.———; case of shooting-right. Webber v. Kes (Eng. 
App.), Full.. .... 
b ‘ promise to indemnify ‘for conve ante of, one 
to third person. Harris v. Roberts ( 
23. ; signing of memorandum ; thon ro clonal 
letter head. Drury v. Young (Md. App.), N 
24.—Suretyship; agreement to = note paid. Dermitt 
v. Bickford (N. H. 8. C.) 
See Agency; Lissliahioe: “Negotiable Instrument ; 
Practice ; Trover. 


Burrell v. Parsons 


to sustain 


yo what eoscunee 
-), Ab. 


Foster v. Taggart (Wis. 8 


representation ‘as to pro- 


AMING. vi3 we ten ; Criminai Law. 
ARNISHM Couaty _ liable to process of. 
State ex rel. C oaboed v. Eberly (Neb. 8. C.), Full.. 
2.—Of pension money any > in bank by pensioner. 
Webb v. ay (lowa ys G3 ill 
ENERAL AVER 
Of debt by RAGE. agreement conden seal to 
release. Lamprey v. Lamprey (Minn. 8. C.),Ab 
GUARDIAN D. Purchase by guardian 
ee property. Hendee v. Cleveland (Vt. 8.C.), 


.— Release of guardian’s sureties 
guardian. Ordinary v. Dean (N 


GUARANTY. See Corporation. 


HABEAS CORPUS, _ Petition must state facts. 
State ex rel. Dustin v. Ensign (Neb. S. C.), Ab. 518 
IGHW Railroad crossing, though ey 

travel gomouhet, Py | Vv. 

H. & H.R. Co. (N. Y. App.), Ab 


Wight v. Gray (Me. 8. C.), Ab...... 158 


Mehlhop v. Pettibone (Wis. 8. 
136 


97 


Grant v. Attril (U. 8. C. C., N. ¥.), Ab. 299 
157 


Phillips v. Jones (Neb. 8. C.), Ab. 297 


. 174 


Wilson v. Hentges (Minn. 8. C.),Ab.. 416 
510 


b. 395 


31 


314 
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HIGHWA —Continued. 
2. ights of adjoining pi 
Union Building Asso. (I) 
See Municipal: Corporation, 

HOMESTEAD. ‘‘ Grass widow” 
of afamily.” Fish v. Street (Kans. S. C.), 

See Criminal Law. 
AyD WIFE. See Deed ; Fraud; Lunatic ; 

Marriage ; Sale ; Tenancy. 


. On pteetatng sidewalk ; lot owner not liable for 
ojury from; = Re corporation. Hartford v. 
Talcott (Conn. 8. C. ), 


IDEM SON 


rancis (N. 
ae MENT = Criminal Law 
E iT. Pange to indorsee as to validity. 
NFANG Rider (N. H C.), Ab 
ANC Bocdinenes of one in care of infant im- 
Fitzgerald v. St. P. M. & M. Ry. 
. Against foreclosure or execution 
American Dock & Imp. Co. v. Trustees (N. J. 
Er. & App.), Ab 
2.— Creditor at large not entitled to restrain debtor's 
dealing with property. Crowell vy. Horack (Neb. 8. 


IC 


vate to infant. 


‘ 
3.— Court will not order defendant to institute on al 
to procure; nuisance. Atty-General v. Guardians of 
Dorking Union (Eng. App.), Ab... 
4.—Streets, rights of adjoining property owners in city; 
goveeet Tailwa ~ ed v. New York Elevated Ry. 
Co. (N. Y. Ap af Full 
5.— When it could not issue to prevent pledgee of cor- 
—— noe fe ns thereon. cHenry v. 
ewett (N. Y App ) , Ab. 

6.— Premises, not lowable to recover 
Bodwell v. Crawford (Kans. 8. C.), Fu 
Ne Riparian Rights; Slander and Libel; 

ANE E. See Lunatic. 
NSén Fen CY. Allowance from estate of 
and surety. Lowell v. Estate of French ( 


possession of. 
Watercourse. 


a 


A 

2.—Insolv ent’ 8 discharge not binding on anon- “resident 
creditor. Bedell v. Scruton (Vt. 8.C.), Full.. 

e Corporation, 

INSURANCE, FIRE. Attachment ; insurance be de 
partment funds not liable to. Providence & x 8. Co. 
v. Virginia F. & M. Ins. Co. (U. c.C., N. Y Ab.. 

2.——— ; conditions ; ;_ loss by 2 ak Saaen by fire. 
Transatlantic Ins. Co. v. Dorsey (Md. App.), Ab.... 

3.—— as totransfer of title ; chattel mortgage not 
alienation. Judge v. Connecticut F. Ins. Co. (Mass. 
8. C.), Ab : 

against use of petroleum, ete ; ; use in adjoining 

” building ; ; use as lubricator. Carlin v. Western Assur. 
Co. (Md. App.), Ab.. 

5. as to other insurance, 


178 
318 


‘Behrens v. 


399 
‘Germania 
Ins. Co. (Iowa S. stitadhau 78 


6.——— against other insurance. ‘Jersey City ‘Ins. Go. v. 
Nichol (N. J. Eq.), N 
7.——: character of preliminary proofs ; $ qatbitration 
claim. Gauche v. London & L. Ins. Co. .8.C. C., 
La.), Ab.. 2 
8. as to judgment ; ‘as to execution ; ; poetics i 3; es- 
toppel. Shafer v. Pheenix F. Ins. Co. (Wis. S. C.),Ab. 200 
y ; vacancy of premises; when dwelling house 
qnocoupied. Sonneborn vy. Manufac. Ins. Co. (N. J. 
Er. & App.), Ab. 
10. limiting time of action ; time does not run until 
action accrues ; vacancy; parol waiver by general 
ent. Steen v. Niagara Ins, Co. (N. Y. App.),Ab. 55 
11.—Limitation as to time of commencing action ? 
licy valid. Tasker v. Kenton Ins. Co. (N. 


-)e 

LR. —Construction; words extending operation of policy. 
Butterworth vy. West. Assur. Co. (Mass. 8. C.),A 

13.—Joint owners ; insurable interest. Perry v. Mech. 
Mut. Ins. Co. Ww. 8. C. C., R. 1.), Ab 

14.—Loss to be paid to third party. Thatch v. Metropolis 
Ins. Co. (U. 8. C. C., Colo.),A 

15.—Mortgagor ‘and mortgagee. 
(Iowa 8. C.), 

16. — Preliminary proct,. time of. 
ee eakhs ‘be. matte ti 

17 —Loss e to mortgagee; action 

Goaies v.Fean.¥ . Ins. Co. (Md. App.), N 
18.—Mortgage Iuvalldatin ries McGowan v. People’s 


F. Ins. Co. (Vt. 8. C.), Fu 
x; &8. D. Ex. Co. v. 


19.—Proximate cause of loss. 
Traders & M. Ins. Co. (Mass. nf C.), A 

20.—Statement as to distance of detached building war- 
ranty. Burleigh v. Aue F. Ins. Co. (N. Y. —— s 


. 378 


Ryan 'y. Adamson. 


by owner. 


-= 


IGN. 


Pw tN of cause by. 
o. (N. H 179 


= IngURANGe F OR - 8. C.), Ab.... 


uimby v. P 


may be the “ head 
N 243 





INSU ANCE, LIFE. Forfeiture ; seta pee 
waiv payment of premium when d enix 
Mut. L s.Co. v. Doster (U. 8. 8. C.), A 
2.—Intem wanes; occasional use of li 14 “Knicker- 
bocker L. Ins. Co. v. Foley (U. 8. 8.C.), Full. - 70 

3.—Mutual aid societies ; benevolent association ; pa 
ment of benefit to widow. ee v. Bolton (Me. ag 


C.), Ab 
4. —Mutual benefit association ; : ‘remedy for refusal to 
re Y: Burland - Northwestern Mut. Ben. Asso. 
Mich. 8. C.), A 
5. Foe meg E re prewaiat notice of change of agency. 
Briggs v. Nat’! L, Ins. Go. (U. 8. ©. C., Mass.), A’ 
—— resentations as to temperate habits. Meabear 
Ins. Co. (U.S. C.C., Penn ), Ab.. 20 
1 Teking of poison” unintentionally. Pollock v. U. 
8S. Mut. Acc. Asso. (Penn. C. P.), N.. 464 
8.—Title to beneficiary fund from mutual relief associ- 
ation. Richmond y. Johnson (Minn. 8. C.), Ab 315 
9. ry yw ee o_o Metrop. L. Ins. 


INSU RANGE, We RINE. * Assignment of part ‘of 
amount due for loss. Union Ins. Co. v. Glover (U. 
Ss. C., Me.), 
2.—Partial loss ; 
| meng measure of liability. 

ns. Co. (Eng. App.), Ab 


loss on sale of damaged ship after re- 
Pitman v. Universal M. 


3.—Warranty ; capture for smuggling. Cory ¥. ‘Burr 
(ee. App j, Ab 
ee Constitutional Law; Maritime Law; Mistake. 


INTOXICATING LIQUORS. See Sale. 


379 


JUDGMENT. On verdict by jury with disqualified 
members valid eregpenagryi Forman v. Hunter (lowa 
2.— What ja 1 is not a final. Bostwick v. Brinkerhoff ws ‘s. 

vf 
See Practice. 

JURISDICTION. In admiralty ; 
parties cannot be sane to give wae tion. 
— Baltimore & O. ‘0. (0.8 C.), Ab. 

2.— Appeal ; matter A Fuad ant aieion 

v. Crittenden (U. 8. 8. C.), Ab ¢ 
3.— Federal question; constitutional law : Statute im- 
ss contract. Sawyer v. Concordia (U. C. 


claims of different 
Ex 


Adams 


a.), 
4.— Of Federai Circuit Court ; action for. s a per- 
formance; statutory construction ; Rev. tc 
Co Corbin v. Black Hawk dg (Uv. 8.8.C 


6.— ‘bechioe of process on foreign cor poration waiver. 
Robinson v. Natl. Stock Yd. Co. (U.S.C. C.,N. Y.) 


under Federal question provi- 


7.— Of Supreme Court : 
Brown y.State (U S.38.C.), — 


sion; constitutional law. 


See Conflict of Law; Criminal Law; National Bank as 
Supplementary Proceedings. 
JURY. Charge about x AS ae on trifles. Good- 
sell v. Seeley (Mich. 8S. C.), N R 
2.—Disqualification of juror by bet on result. Seaton v. 
Swein (Iowa 8. C.) 29 
See Constitutional Law. 


LANDLORD AND TENANT. Implied covenant; 
accident from damaged railon roof. Grayv. Hedge 
, Eng. Q. B. D.), N 104 
.— No implied covenant that premises are suitable for 
tenant’s meg ae counterclaim. Wilkinson v 
Clawson (Minn. S 354 

3.— Ejectment; liability of tenant of our. for 
mesne profits. Trubee v. Miller (Conn. S.C.), A 39 

4.— we, what acts constitute. Skailey v. Shute - 
(Mass. 8. C.), A 

5.— Landlord not liable for in ury from eames t to re- 

pair. Krueger v. Farrant (Minn. S. C.), . 496 

6.— PLandiord’ 8 violation of condition as to bs a rop- 
erty does not release rent. Chicago Legal ews 
Co. v. Browne (Ill. 8. C.), Ab 316 

7.—Lease; condition against cassignment; 
Webster v. Nichols (Ill. S. C.), Ab 

8.——-- of farming lands ; right ‘of tenant to anage. 
buy v. Brant (Md. App.), 

4 lunatic ; rm of execution of. 

D, 


Rng: H. of L.), A 
rss 2 assgnablity. “Randall vy. * Chubb, 
“McAdoo v. ‘Callum, 


“waiver. 


Yama 


tame 


Mich. "3. 
1l.—— > i renewal of. 
(N.C. 


12.—Tenant at will ; estoppel ; ‘conveyance “by ‘landlord 
of portion of estate ; use and occu ation ; damages. 
Emmes ‘y Feeley (Mass. 


8. C.), A 
‘ See Sanindl Law: Pledge. 
Hates e P tg *H Landlord and Tenant. 
Y TURE. "ns Constitutional Law. 
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EVY. By one officer precludes levy by another. 
genes ce posrastes P. Co. v. Case (Kans. -On, 


LIBEL, See Criminal bo ie and Libel. 
SE. See  gpeamenaanaal Law; Municipal Cor- 
poration ; Taxati 


. Attorne "Tn re Wilson (U. 8. D. C., N. Y.), 
LIEN’ orney’s. ( on 


2.—Of bailee for repairs ; husband using wife’s wagon; 
jones authority. White v. Smith (N 


3.—Rights of Bewers as between themselves. 
Gregory (Neb. C.), Ab 
4. ~~ of,” AS aestanaty to constitute. 
Braley (Vt. 8. ,A 
See Carrier ; Mariitine Law; Statutory Construc- 
ion; CTION Ss 
LIMITA Statute of ; suretyship ; question's . 
bond. ron People du. 8. C.), A 
2. due bill on demand; when ee begins to” 
run. Andeand Appeal (Penn. 8.C.),A 
3. fraud as to. ibbs v. Guild (Eng. = Dp. ), “Ab: 
4. waiver by surety of cotees han 
coln (Vt. 8. C.), Full.. ‘ 
LOAN. See Conilict of Law. 
LUNATIC. Liable for “4 
Morain v. Devlin (Mass. 
2.—Wife’s right custody of hota Talent Robin- 
son v. Park (Vt. 8. C.), 
See Negotiable Instrument. 


MALiergus SESsne See TOM _. bin 


oe of peace not aie. jon v. Ruff (Penn. 


op of plaintiff bars action for, thous ob- 
= by perjury. Severance v. Judkins (Me. S.C. ys 


3.—False charge in good faith, not ground for action. 
Hicks vy. Faulkner (Eng. Ap 
4.—Not in favor of guilty laintii’s advice of counsel. 
Newton v. ene ~ (RK. I. 8. C.); Ab 
e Action: Pledge 
MANDAMUS. ee not lie to compel Circuit Court 
onan’ ws removed to it. x parte Hoard, 


2.— When not allowed to compel issues “ shares of 
stock. Townes v. Nichols (Me. 8. 
See Tens Cor AA 
MARRIAGE |< See Criminal Law. 
Coutiact of wife. Heywood v. 
Shreve (N. J 


2.—Coverture A a ‘Sctnas lien on land purchased by 
married woman. Bedford v. Burton hi 8.8.C.), 


“Roth y. Ehman (I. ‘8. C.), 
, for adultery of wife, not barred by adultery of 
Cc connived at. Black vy. Black (N. Y. 8. O), 


Ab. 
3.— Divorce, foreign. 


. = 7 6. ae of wife to return. 
( 

6.——- ; wife deserted b husband ; adulte D v. 
Dagg (Eng. | a * & D Div sts - 

7. ; husband and wife; lands pees, py husband 
for wife. Lister v. Lister (N. J. Ch.), A 

8.— Presumption of legitimacy of child es ‘during 
wedlock. State v. Romaine (IowaS. C.), A 

9.— When deed {from thusband to wife not upheld. 
Warlick v. White (N. U.S. C.), Ab 

10.— Settlement on wife by husband. Bennett v. Camp 
(Vt. C.), At 

See Alienage; 

MARRIED WOMAN. 

Marriage ; Suretyship. 

MARITIME LAW. Action for two months wees 
by seamen a harged in Lenten port. Wilson 
Borstel (Me. 8. C.), ‘ 

2.— Practice in admiralty. 
Steamship Co. (U.S Cc. 

3. BC) damages. ship Sterling v. Peterson w: 's. 


4. 


Contract ; Divorce; Fraud. 


“Nickerson Vv. ” Merchants’ 


measure of | Aad yin h., jusurance. Poto- 

mac v. Cannon (U. 8. 8.C.), 

6.— General average. Whitecross W. & I. Co. v. Savill 
(Eng. App.), Ab 

1.— Bottomry contract and cargo subject to ship’s flag. 
The Gaetano and Maria (Eng. App.), Ab 

8.— Goods in general, ~ not liab . ° Le created by, 
The Stornaway (Eng. Pro., etc., 


§.—Limitation 0 liability : Lonny “ie arte Slayton 
U.S.8.c. . yto 21 


When ship-owner liable for negligence of pilot em- 
a by compulsion ; Suez Canal; ultra vires. The 
a Mannering (Eng. App. ), Ab 
aster presumed to have authority to contract - 
*atting out out, ete , vessel. Williaras v. Windley (N.C 


= #4 C.), 
pes 


Smith v. Lin- 
405 


See Criminal Law ; Evidence, 





MA ITIME LAW-—Continued. 
ip-master’s responsibility for D 
“terer. Cudd ee an Horn (M 
2 A DD 
MASTER AND SERV. . Course of employ- 
ment; brakeman putting man off train without orders 
from conductor. Marion y. Ohio R. I. & P. R. Co. 
(Iowa 8. C.), 
2.— Dangerous employment; servant agrees pe. 
North Cent. Ry. Co. v. Husson (Penn. 8. C.), Ab... 
3. bap | to servant by defective appliances ; coal 
ears of ogrvans. Ballou v. Chic. & N. W. Ry. © 
4. Neligenay, uty of master; co-servant. State v. 
Malster (Md. App 
; cognate “Gravelle i Minneapolis & St. L 
” Ry. Co. (U.S. C. ©. Minn.), A 
: limit of liability of master; ‘dangerous work. 
Sy kes v. Packer (Penn. S. C.), Ab 
7. ; liability of master for injury 4 eetenes Rail- 
_way Co. v. Henderson (Ohio 8, C.), A 
rvant assumes risk of a Sg “Howland v. 
Mn. LS" & W. Ry. Co. (Wis. S.C.) 
; ordering of servant into a a of dan “4 
by ampeer in a semouy- Miller v. Un. Pac. Ry. 


- 47 


GE. See Statutory Construction. 


Ay pa itd Respondeat Superior. 
ee Of law of another State one of fact; cor- 
Mh a eau ity, notice. Sampson v. Mudge (0 


Hae ANIGS LIEN. See Lie 


2. : sane relict i fee insurance. Bailey v. Am- ‘ 


Cent. Ins. Co. Towa), 
3.—When money ay by, recoverable Pek. 
mon EER SH ttl Sasaig eh 

Shatte nva yo 
seqeees 5 property. Griffith v. Douglas ( Me. 


2. ‘ unrecorded ; valid as to assignor in bank- ’ 


Ge Ab. mortgagor. Hauselt v. Harrison (U. 8.8. 


oy 

3. > right of mortgagee to take possession when 
he ‘‘deems himself insecure.” Werner v. Bergman 
aman t b ired i lid. Re D’ Epi 

. ;_of property to be acquired inva e wand 
nuel (Eng. ch. D) Ab.. 

.—-—-; upon sale athe legal “and ‘partly, ‘ilieg al ; ‘di- 
visible contract. Shaw v. Carpenter (Vt. S. , Ab. 
6.—On pregnant mare, when covers the colt. 

v. Lovely (Mich. 8. C.), 

% —Oovenant to insure ; 

gagee does ya inure to prior one. 
Avery (N. Y. A 

8.—Deed to nnetaes 3 — ~{ of ray oon burden 

of proof. McLeod v. Bul (N.C.8 Ab 
9.—To secure negotiable instrument ; ‘satlafaction by 
mortgagee after pare — og to ane. Blumen - 
thal v. Jassoy (Minn " 
10.—Negotiable instrument, be ae 
ans. 8. C.), Full 
11.—Redemption, mortgagee acquiring equity of ; pre- 
sumption as to notes ; notice. Ogle v. Turpin (Ill. 


Kel logg 


insurance by subsequent mort- 
unlap  v. 


. C.), 
I. —Taxes, payment of,by mortgagee. Sidenberg v. Ely 
N.Y. App.), Full 
ee Fixtures ; Fraud; “Insurance, Fire ; Redemption ; 
Statutor y Constr uction. 
MUNICIPAL B Constitutional provision 
not sore existing statutes. Louisiana v. Taylor 


( 
2 —Authority by vote to issue; burden of proof; re- 
e 


cords of election sufficient proof. Hamilton v. Faunt- 
leroy (U. 8. 8. C.), Ab.. 

3.—When Federal courts will ‘not follow State courts 
in construing statute ; holder for value; donation ; 
consolidation of cor orations. New Buffalo v. Cam- 
bria Iron Co. (U. Ce)» 

4.—Parties ; liability of county for bonds of 


“win ¥ 
action; mandamus. Davenport v. Dodge . (0. s: 


416 
"Lewis v. Kirk 
328 


237 
5.—Railroad aid ; exceeding limit of issue ; rights of 


bona fide holder ; misnomer of corporation in vote. 
County of Moultrie v. Fairfield (U. 8. 8. C.), Ab.. 
6. ; conditional subscription by town ; bona fide 
holder ; recitals ; estoppel. American L. Ins. 
v. Bruce (U. 8. 
7.—Recitals; what not timplied in. Seaepensans aaa 
Dist. v. Stone (U Ab.. 
8.—Subsequent law limitin 
tract. County Court v. 
e Statutory Constru Sean 
MUNICIPAL CORPO ATION. Creditor’s bill 
against. Hinsdale Doyle Granite Co. v.‘Tilley (U. 
8. C. C., Ill.), Ab 
2.—Ice in street ; not liable for wr me pectinases of. 
Mauch Chunk Vv. Kline (Penn. 8S. 
8.--Ice on highway, 
Plymouth (Conn. S 
hen decision of AT. council as to election of 
officers conclusive. Seay v. Hunt (Tex. 8. C.), A 
5.—Highway, liability for defect in ; corn} $ ag 
cal books. Stilling v. Erie (Wis. S. C.), Ab 


dut guy es as 3 acdanae. Burr v. 


16 


276 


57 
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CIPAL CORPORATI —Suntinned. 
BC hlgswa Tastes of one tl yey 
Y: ‘judgment for injury from defect. 
& O. CanalCo. v. Commissioners (Md. App.), A 
7.—Licenses ; 
law. St. Louis v. Spiegel 


Page. 
kee order, 
Chesapeake 


9 
taxation, aniteemtt of ; ne tational 
.), Ab 51 


8.—Mandamus proper to oust trustees; illegal adjourn- 


seen of mroesing ; reorganization. Stone v. Smal 


(Vt. 


) 
9.—N STL not liable for, in performance ¥ ublic 


duty without profit. Wixon v. Newport (R. I 


10. 





suffering 
; constitutional law. Broadwell v. Kansas (Mo. 





t Lettie on defective plan ; damages ; physica’ 1 
erguson Vv. Davis Count (Iowa 8. C.),Ab. 258 


516- 


12. —Cannot by ordinance make exercise of business de- 


ndent up 
inese. uong Woo (U. 
138. —Sedinenes of. city Tene z speed of | of 
when void. Meyers v. 
ul cancellation of, by. 
” Baltimore v. Ketchum (Md. App. 
15.— —Vestry, liability of, for negligence. 
Vestry of Mile End (Eng. App. ),A 
16. ae’ of city to build wha: ane v. Detroit, 


Jy BUN. occ sence cee cece cceesces oe sesecece 


, Cal.) Ab.. 
= » eee, 


“C.), Ab. 

18.— School district; iy 
lightning rods on sch 
ship of Woodbu (Iowa S. C.), 

See syuttitionel 


MUPUAE 


See Criminal Law. 


NAME. Person may change at common law; re 


nomer. Linton v. First Nat’l Bank th 8. C. 
1 ee rar 

NATIONAL BANK. Settling claims or _ stockhold- 
er’s liability. Case v. Small (U.S. C. C.,La.), Ab.. 


y sue in Federal Courts. 
8.D.C.,N.J.)A 
Hinds ¥. Meiaaiais 


2.— Officers and receivers of,ma 
Frelinghuysen v. Baldwin ( 
3.— Rate + nterest for loan by. 

(Cal. 8.C 


.), Ab. 
4.— Who is a *‘shareholder”’ ome for its cate. iaiug S as 


vy. Burley (Ill. 8. C.), Ab; .... 


NAEPRANZATION..etiinay 


Ev idence of : canals unlawfully 


4 yy e. Van Horn v. Burlington C. R. & Minn. R. 
(lowaS. C.), A 

2. aS. fire railroad locomotive. ’ Brusberg v. 

Mil. L. s W. Ry. Co. (Wis.8.C.).Ab.. .... 





: A VR atin a fae material. Leeds 


3. 
v. Metrop Gas L. Rp) 
4.— Burden of Prods yi 4 tate v. Balt. &O. R. 


Co. (Md. App. 
; care required of child ; male and fe- 


5.— Contributo 
male governe by samerule. Mich. Cen. R. Co. v. 


Hasseneyer (Mich. 8. C.), Ab 
6. ites. ¢ crossing railroad. Plummer y. Eastern R. 

OS 2.58 eee mr ee 
. 3 qs calioad track on ener. 

v. Wilmington & W.R. Co. (N.C. 8. C.), Ab 
8. ; riding on front platform of A 3. car. 
& A. R.Co.v.Hoosey (Penn. 8.C.), 
; tenant occupying building with others not 

“liable for negligence of co- reonaet ; statutory con- 

struction. Harris v. Perry (N. Y. 
0,-—— ; in crossing railroad track 

for trains ; ow | — at uniowtal s 

Hannibal & St. J. R. Co. (Mo. 8. C.), A 











den 





Pp Ab.. 
APRS. at looking 
eed. Kelly v. 





: piecing damages. Stebbins v. Cent. Vt. R. 

” Co. (Vt. 8. 
12.—De pe as of toy ‘pistol to ‘boy. * Binford v. 
EMER. TE cc cecs cancer sed ceenseannas 


magtion of negli- 


—B tist in using laughing gas ; 
13.—By den 1g laug’ Marine C), 


nce for jury. Keily v. Cotton i 


14.—Druggist, eoltieg of pole, ,' without labelling. 
Wohlfart v. Beckert (N. Y.S.C.), N. ...-.-..000ee- 
16.—In supplying (< 7° sstiele AES injury to 
stranger ( DT ctiks Saeanes: smahdend ads 


16. mr at, dangerous wahiele. 


Ve A. , a= i causing death of married woman ; 
yp r: struction that damages should be assessed 
the same as if woman had been unmarried, wares. 
Stuhimiller Admr. v. Cloughly (Iowa 8.°C.), N 

18 —Presumed from m exphodon of boiler. Rose v. Steph- 
ens & C. Tran: Co C., N Y.), 

19.—Judgment in favor of deceased for injury, satisfied, 
bar to action for death ng same injury. Little- 

wood Vv. _ or (N. Y. Ap Pp?) Ab 

20.—Liabilit: owner of bui ding for, of builder. Per- 
cival v. ughes (Eng. App.), Full 


railway train, 


to pupil from absence of 
house. Lane v. Dist. Town- 


A consent of individuals ; rights of 


379 


aw ; Tee; } ALA Rights ; Sunday. 
AID SOCIETIES. See Insurance, Life. 


4 


336 


414 


96 
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21.—In leaving unguarded qpoeration on o1 one’ *s own land. “a 


. Cc), F 


Gillespie v. McGowan (Penn. S 





23. ; duty = toward ‘trespassers | on track ; ‘trestle 
work . streets. Mason vy. Mo. Pac. Ry Co. (Kans. 
e 9 IN wc cces sees cece rccesceccesess % Sesser socseces 


company sending switchman to gg car 

* loaded va nitro glycerine. Foley v. Chic. R. Co. 

(Mich. 8 Be on so gasesie, site sone iatassraces 
passen er alighting when yt stoppe ‘¥ an- 

” other. Rathbo bone v. Union R. Co. PBC 

One railroad wee using |. of wes. 

” Matter of Merrill (Vt 














27 When running train at x. Boe aot 2 aot 4 
sumptive evidence of. Lockwood v. 
Sy BLO Oar ear 
28.——— At highway railroad crossing ; mene 4, 
plghway travel. Kelly v. St. P. & M. R’y Co. ( 
29. Killing animal 





by Tailway company j peeeee- 
tion. Railroad Perel illan (Ohio 8. C.), Ab 
30.——— Stable dey ‘heaving corn within reach of 
horses. Dennis v. Huyck (Mich. 8. C.)N . 
31.—_—— Trespasser; one crossing railway by publicly 
goat == not. Phila. & R. R. Co. v. Troutman (Penn. 
“Carrier ; Damages : Infancy ; Lunatic ; 
Master and Servant ; Municipal Cor: 
Sunday; 


See Animal : 
Maritime La w; 
poration ; Proximate and Remote Cause ; 
Varehoutoman 
NEGO BLE INSTRUMENT. Accepted bills 
with REABLE IN left blank ; filling blank after 
coe of acceptor. Carter v. White (Eng. Ch. D.), 


2.—Alteration ; signing by owner over original maker, 
not. Derrick v. Hubbard (N. Y. S. 

5.— Assignment, transfer by. 
(Mich. 8. C.) 

4— Check : 
nald vy. Bush (Mass. S 

5.— Consideration for fraudulent ~ eptegenane defense. 
Butler v. Moore (Me. 8. C.), ‘“ 

6.—Defense to, sosoues by fraud. “Millard v. : Barton 
(R. I. 8. C.), Full. 190; Burrill v. Stevens alle. 8. C.), 


re errr eee 


Ful 

7.— Equities against assignee of non- sre instru- 
ment. Havens v. Potts (N. H.S.C.), Ab 

8.— When not subject to equities; presumption as to 
oo. s indorsement. Tredweli v. Blount (N. C.5S. 


habit. Ormsby v. Howe ( 


11.— Indorsement ; notice of protest ; what must vat 


12. —~Tanatio accommodation. indorser not liable to an 
innocent holder. First Nat’! Bank v.Wirebach’s Ex’r. 
(Penn. 8. C.),N.... 

13.— Note on demand or three youms after “ae, not. Ma- 
honey v. Fitzpatrick (Mass. 8. C.), A 


14.— puemeeaty nets, what good. 
(ioe. App.), 
15.— 
v. Rowe (Conn. 8. C.), Ab. 
16.— Promissory note pay able ‘ 
of May next ”’ is negotiable. 
8. C.), Full 
17.— Note to settle fraudulent Goin | holder in — 
faith. Ormsbee v. Howe (Vt. 8 
18.—Protest and notice by agent. 
Lynn v. Smith (Mass. 8. C_), Ab 
19.— Set-off,transfer after ‘out: a. 
Perry (Me. S. C.), . 
ee Mortgage. 


NEWSPAPER. See Constitutional Law ; Contract ; 


‘on orbefore the first day 
Curtiss v. Horn (N. H. 


Notice; Privileged Communication ; Trade-mark. 
NEW TRIAL hen not granted ; pewiy. discoy- 
ered evidence. Deeter v. Handy (R. *<, S. 

IC ‘aw owe ** newspaper.’ “Ruyter vy. 

ie GE LEED axes bom ach cen cudsldmakenes 
NUISANCE. “Rectal by weekly tenant. Cooper v. 

yb oR EE ckik ddnkandaweane<<»eunienniae 
a~ganes to highway not impeding public. State v. 
sf & | EI ore 


3.—Ringing of factory bell. 
C.), N 


See Highway ; Injunction. 


OFFICE AND OFFICER. Officer de facto not 
liable to officer de jure for official fees. Stuhr v. 
Curran (N. J. 8. C.), Full . 

2.—Test of office ; 
son v. Coleman Uy c.s 

See Conetinuisoned Law. 

ORDINANCE. See Constitutional Law; Municipal 


Corporation. 





OYSTERS. See Animais. 


183 


laches in Presentation for payment. Fer- : 
A 


NE LIGENCE-—Continued. Page 
ilroad, unguarded crossing of, horse rightfully. in 
“highway u ort ak Sleeper v. Worcester aie . R. 
Co (N ), Ab. . 


, Ab.. 398 


. 815 
139 
64 


135 


138 
163 


9.— Fraud; notice; Spowteaee of pores’ fraudulent - 


10.— Amount in body left blank. Hollen v. Davis (lowa ia 
8.C.)A 499 


oe. Continental Nat’l Bank v. Folsom (Ga. 8. » ass 


518 
Hutley y. ” Marshall 


Nature of ¢ ontract of ; “of note on demand. Forbes os 


Robinson Vv. 
. 460 


57 


— information ‘will lie. ‘ Blia- wr 





10 


Las] 
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HILD. See Advancement. 
Appropriation of firm funds to 
John- 


PARTNERSH 


pay iene pth, presumptive anv fraudulent. 
ston v. Crichton (Md. App.), A 
2.—Firm goods not liable %0 levy he individual debt. 
Sanborn v. Royce (Mass. 8. C.), Ab.. 
3. maw & of partners. 


Johnson vy. Bernheim (N. ¢. 


4.—When ela ‘impeach note signed in firm name. 
Kelton v onard (Vt. S. C.), Ab 
Ty? e Assignment; Contract Z ee 
PAR “Action by treasurer of corporation. Hymer 
v. Ijams (Md. App.), Ab.. ss 
2.—To creditor's bill. Membane v. Layton (N. 0.8. C.) 


3.—One ‘making contract in own name ‘may sue to. en- 
force ; defense. Davis vy. Harness (Ohio 8S. C_), 
4.—Covenant, joint parties to. ee csrseol v. “Wester 
R. Co. (U. We WR MK fon chai ocsz cesisasss. aba ionoees 
4. —Joinder ; husband and wife. 
I. y.), A anes 
5. —Lollusive plaintift ‘Fountain v. 


ENGER ‘See Carrier. — 
PASEEN( Bill in equity for profits from infriege- 
nem, pm v.09" Root v. Lake 8. & M.S, R. 


Co. (U. 8. 8. C.), F 
2.—Certainty in Sax SRE ; novelty ‘of invention: 





- Angelica (U. 8. C. 


Page. 


456 


riority between c oma fisedine: Webster 
om Co. v. Higgins (U. S. S. C.), Ab.. ............. 133 
3.— Improvement; measure of “damages Gould's 
Manufac. Co vy. Corning (U. Se See 18 
4.— Invalid for want of gy ~ hy Py a Pac ‘king & P. 
Co. v. Chic. P. & P. Co. (U.S. Ab. 116 
5.— Liability of licensee of inv aia. sox samaienis. “Ang- 
ier v. Eaton (Penn. 8. C.). Ab. ...... . 136 
6.—Metallic cotton bale ties ; “* licensed to use once 
on ee Cotton ie Co. v. vapaynenes -- 
sO}. a gcndaders ques errr ee ° . 499 
See Jur salir a pam 
By check forsmaller anon nan debt. 
PAYMENT. O° ‘Brien (Eng. Q. B. pee 219 
PENSION. Illegal fee, recovery am of. Smartv 
ML Oi Gide Ws nis.c-nseus + cccnceracaser sted 72 
See Gorntavment. 2 Sha = 
NAL PR . Seat in Cotton Ex- 
re is. Powell vy. Waldron (N. Y. App.), Full... 33 
See Sale. 
Ni Copyright. 
LBA Kp Gh. See Criminal Law; Practice. 
3 a by pledgor of articles pledged. 
Zee prosecution. Bruley v. Rose (lowa 8. C_), oe 
Ss ccincarse . 252 
2.— Piet in possession of pledgor; ‘title. ‘Thompson v. 
Dolliver (Mass. 8. C.), A 135 
3. Ww stocks; duty of pledgee. “Hubbell v. Drexel 
8 C.C., SE ae RR Bi gee ss aE Serer 299 
POSTAL L LAW. . as jindec ent postal ecards. U. 
S.v. Smith (U. 8. D. C.), Fu , 274 
Pw ty for I. 2. to deliver letter. w. g. GC. sa 
” Ky. * | eae ences 355 
See Criminal Law. sata te , 
ICE. Affidavit of defense; tria armless 
ragcrie, evidence. Ames vV Quimby (U.8.C. a 
Mich C000 CCS eC Oe sees eececeeo e¢ ° Oe 
2.— ‘Appeal: insufficient amount in litigation. Parker 
v. Morrill (U. 8. S. C.), Ab... 2 
3. 2 eget? case ; forec losure; leficiency. “Chicago 
D R. Co. v. Fosdick (U.S “yee 2 
4.—-; anaes. Johnson y. Vases (U. 8. S. ©), - 
A 2 
5.— Bill of particulars ; in ac ction for detaining letters. 
Wilson v. Pearson (U. ©.. 8. Fh 
6.— Calender ; oe caaerediin 82. ‘Call vy. Palmer 
Pe, ME Mes ccackcsadans cadeens _snaeees ae 
.— Interpleader ae when parties in. privity. Third 
Nat. Bank v. Skillings,etc., Lumber Co.(Mass. 8. C.), 
PRA  r eRe eee 
8.— Judgment ‘not impeac shable collaterally ; fraudulent 
conveyance. Strong v. Lawrence (Iowa S. ), 4 24 
9.—Final judgment; order denying motion - new 
ow not. Nat’l L. Ins. Co. v. Scheffer (U.S. 8. C.), ” 
216 
10. = trial for excessive damages. Corcoran v. Har- 
ran (Wis. 8. C.), Ceneerses sdov lives sememuts anaes 355 
11.—Statute of limitations cannot be first pleaded | on 
ore Upton v. McLaughlin (0.8.8. C.), Ab..... 257 
See Criminal Law; Maritime ot Trial. 
VILE GE See Witness. 
ER VILEGED COMMUNICATION. News- 
papers, disc ate of public matters ~~. Revsens 
palW aters ( U.S. C.C ), Full.. Ker 2 
/%. Slander and ‘Libel. 
PROBATE LAW. Life insurance policy; frente 
zent — estoppel. Burton v. Farinholt (N. D _ 
eeee 6s er esecsesess © 80s F eeesess es » 


Ab. 
PROMISSORY NOTE. 


PROXIMATE AN 


ligence ; te ASS suicid e. 
. Va. M.& Gt. S. Ry. Co. (U.S.8. C.), fu 
See Damages; Insurance, Fire. 


“See ‘Negotiable Instru- 
nt. 


wn iable Instrument. 


REM OTE CAUSE. Neg- 


Scheffer v. Wash. 
ull 112 
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P. 
RAILROAD. Regulation excluding hackmen won 


station. Summit v. 
See Carrier ; : Negli- 


gen 

RECEIVER. Of incclvent: New York manufactur- 
ing corporation, when may sue upon assessment 
against stockholder ; liability of shareholder not 
enal. Cuykendall v. Miles (U.S. C. C., Mass.), Full. 
RECOGNI ANCE. Taken by court without juris- 

diction. TEA) v. Neal (Me. 8. C.) Ab.. 
REDEMPTION. Under decree of , foreclosure ; 
must bein time. Burtley v. Flint (U. 8.8. C.), Ab.. 

See Mortgage. 

REMOVAL OF CAUSE. Action oaginst 5 peosiver 
for negligence. Davies v. Lathrop (U.S.C. C., N. 


A 
2.—Under act of 1867 ; : ‘citizenship. Darst v. Peoria (U. 
8. C. C., Ill.), Ab. 
3. wk citizenship of parties. 
(U.S 8. C.), 


State (Tenn. 8. C.), N.. 
Evidence : — and Servant ; 


Frazer v. Jennison 


4. Construction of act of 1875; fraction of a day. ‘Mainee 
v. Gilman (U. 8. C. C., Me.), 
5.—By foreign corporntien. 
Tugman (U.S. 58. C.), Fu 
6.-- Judiciary act: prejudice and local influence act 
of 1867. Hobby v. Allison (U. 8. C. C., Mich.). Ab.. 
7.—When rent ge may remove. In re lowa & 
Minn. Constr. Co. (U.S. C. C., Iowa), Ab............. 
8.—No removal as to one of several defendants. Cham- 
bers v. Holland (U. 8. C. C., Mo.), Ab........ ...... 
0—Revenue rwiaYy suits against. Venable v. Rich- 


ards (U. 
10. Supplemental o eaouiiins connected with original 
Sena. ord vy. Strother (U. 8 - 6. bei Iowa), 
11. . -toe 5 Bem party : ‘friendly alien. State v. 
Lewis (U. 8. C. €., T 


12.—Waiver. 
See Criminal Law; Insurance. 
REPLEVIN. Pa iw bond ; ratification. 
Fisher (R. [, 8. C.), Ab. 
2.—No defense to action on bond that property was lost 
ghrovgh the act of God. Thomas y. itherby (Cal. 


N. 
Of, et held under writ of replevin. Weiner v. 
Van Rensselaer (N. J. 8S. C.), Fu 
4.—Death of replevied anitnal by act of God. De Thomas 
y. Witherby (Cal. 8. C.), Full . 
5.—Of matter from post-office. 
&. & G, i ), 
6.—For property which has become chattel by sever- 
ance from the realty, when does not lie; statutory 
es mons ; crops cut from land. Renick v. _—— 
UE SS err a oe eae 
RESPONDEAT SUPERIOR. Mine owner and 
contractor working mine. . ~ wee v. Cleveland 
Iron Min. Co. (Mich. S C.), : 
REWARD. Notice of conan duty ‘of firemen 
to rescue ows from burning building. Reif v. 
ic lg SR eres eee 
RIPARIAN RIGHTS. Injunction to restrain cast- 
ing of saw-dust in stream. Degen v. maeened drew 
8. C.), Full. sandeacta 
aa munic ipality; - wharf. 
SO ee rr Rts epee say tp - 
Title; Water-Course. 


Wylie’ v. Pearson Ww. 


See Boundaries ; 


SALE. of cattle to be getacted from herd. Beau- 
cham Archer (Cal. 8. C.), Ab.. 
_——- heheusal of ng Vasser v. Buxton Ww Cc. 


MR cde ccacecsenntee cqnsagsoaion ath cnkewenales 

or "cm are eens ; what is, by retail. State 

¥. Faeees CR... B.S ), Ths.00.0s..csesstvedeon saeendan 
.—Of personal property ; 

v. Week (Wis. d. C.), A 
5. . 6 ; oer title. Thorpe v. Fowler (Iowa, 
)s hit tian ede eiae 

~ ae to wife; title without change of 
possession ; exempt property. Leavitt v. Jones 
(Vt. S. C.), Ab. 
7. ; stoppage ‘in transitu ; right exists until goods 
have reached destination. Kendall y. Marshall (Eng. 
Q. B. D.), Ab.. 
8.—Of seed; duty 
ing. Fox y. Everson (N. 
9.—For taxes ; invalid unless held at advertised hour. 
Buzzell v. Johnson (Vt. 8S. 
10.—Warranty ; not waived by inspection and accept- 
ance of goods ; age of hops. Pennock v. Stygles 
(Vt. 8. C.), Ab 
; judgment for price does not cut off action 
for breach. Thoreson vy. meee =. Works 
(Minn. 8. C.), Ab. ctcocebgne 
See 2 Agency :  Trade-mark. 


-~ 


when eappesapiee Galloway 











of purchaser to examine before sow- 


ll. 























15 


498 


116 


Davies Vv. ae (U.S. C. C., N. Y), Ab. 497 
Smith v. 
357 


SCH L DISTRICT. See Municipal Corporation. 

SE 2 ur TION. ar Trinntnat Law. 

S eT-O See Nepotsable Instrument. 

SH AREHOLD R. See National Bank. 

SHERIF Ce eter Suretyship. 

SLA ‘NDER AN D LIBEL. Libel; evidence ; bad 
character. Scott v. ase (Eng. Q. B . dD), Ab. 178 
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SLAN DER AND LIBEL—Continued. 
— Libel o , soy A society ; injunction. Hill v 
Hart-Davis ET , C Mncdc. ccédadawcce 0. 66 ra08 
3. ; privileged YE } protest to super- 


intendent by inhabitants of school district against 
cmocnetee of applicant to teach. Wieman vy. Mabee 
Mids ss Shecduaend Mage ras whee $000 aces s0e 
4._Slander; c arge ‘of false oan, not, per sé. 
Smith v. Witherick (Minn. 8. C.), Ab.. 

; evidence ; general r 
lar act. Mahoney v. Belfor 





(Mass 





(N. Y. 8. C.) 

. malicious false statement to person “who 

 saegy untruth ; damages ; a a se 
v. Cha a {itase. 8. C.), ‘an ‘ : 

SLEERING.© See Carrier. 

CHR ORM NCE. Mutuality; when 
not goeree. Pullman Palace Car Co. v. Texas Pac. 
Ry. Co. (U.S. C. C., Tex.), ea 

2.—Of parol agreement to Ke a certain provision by 
will, when enforced. Sherman v. Scott (N. Y.S. C.), 





7. 


3.— Reliet ‘discretionary ; unfair agreement not en- 
forceable. Sturges v. Galindo (Cal. 8S. C.) Ab...... 
rhe he not powees. Dudley v. Hayward (U. 8. C. 


‘See Jurisdiction. 


fee Confit of Law. 
Sta MEAP. DS _ See Fraud. 
A RF 2 HP STIONS. See Limita- 


ATU Practi 

STATU TORY CON STRUCTION. Camp-meet- 
ing ground; taxation; * place of worship.” Summit 
O)N... Meeting Association v. —_— Dist. — s. 


2. 





3.—Chinese optazation law of 1882; aX: merchant; 
certificate. Re Low Yam Chow (U. Y-» Cal.), Ab. 
; maritime law. In re Ah Sing, (. 3.C. C., 





Cal.) 


5. —Confiseation act: title of. remainderman ; : mortgage. 
Waples v. Hays (U.8.8.C.)A 
6.—D rectory provisions. 


abioes v. Sartori (Iowa 8. 


1.—Dogs of different ow ners (illing’ sheep; trespass. 
name v. Donahue (Vt. 8. , Ab. 

—Employer’s liability act; cele may ‘contract. per: 
“aa reprossatnive out of. Griffiths y. Earl Dud- 
Ppa A Q.B 

xploding torpedoes. in completing oil well, is 
“‘laborin or about.” Gallaher y. Karns (N. Y. 5S .C.) 


10.— Lien; when time begins to run. Hill v. Callahan 
(N. H. 8. C.), Ab... 

1. —Long continued understanding and ‘practice an ex- 

osition of meppeperall State v. Kelsey (N. J.8 


Rn Malice,” definition. 
Burkett (Ill. {iS Fee 

13.-Medical college not “s 
ran (N. Y. S.C), N 


14.—Municipal aid bonds; conflict of law; when Fed- 
eral will not adopt Construction of State courts 

as to State statutes. Taylor v. Ypsilanti (U.S 
DURE Si idicccacedeakeshesss. ddbevedhiscess kbp ine. «60s 
15.—Punctuation; mortgage; statutes authorizing re- 
demption do not apply to railroads; chattel mort- 
SB), a nee vy. Farmer's Loan & T’. Co (0.8. 
16. Senied | letter not *‘ publication ” within statute pro- 
7 we oe of obscene matter. U.S. v. Loftus 


U.8. DMR ciivsS sinc sedbtehe oidtbaathonaans 
See Bar ; ; Conflict “of Law ; Corporation ; De ‘finition ; 
Jurisdiction ; 5 Municipal Bonds; Negligence ; Re- 
moval of Q Kop Rat vin; Trial. 

See Receiver. 
ERTY See Criminal Law. 
. See Carrier. 
+ of creditors on two funds 
swt BA ~ Sy Conser’s Appeal (Penn. 8. 
s 


NbAy. Carriage of cattle on, by railway not vio- 
lation of law ; carrier liable for delay in forwarding ; 
estoppel ; when time essence of contract ; damages; 
long market. Phila., Wilm. & Balt. R. Co. v. Leh- 
man (Md. App.), hac aha ere g aah aa 

2.—Violation oft law as to, no defense in action against 
municipal 7, for negligence : contributory 
negligence. latz v. Cohoes (N. Y. App.), Ab.. 
See Criminal Law. 


SUPPLEMENTARY PROCEEDINGS. Jette 

B.C), Pall wea courts as to. Ex parte Boyd (U. 
See Removal of Cause. 

SURETYSHIP. Action in equity as against de- 
ed. Dixon v. Vandenberg (N. J. Ch.), Ab.. 

2. aiingussion 5H contract by Br ny & a creditor. 

Fond Du Lac Harrow Co. v. Bowles (W C.), Ab. 

8.—Bank officer’s bond; additional empigyient. 

Home Savings Bank v. Traube (Mo. 8. C b 


3 as to particu- - 


; of oe are what is. Tritamer Hiscock P 


162 
176 


238 


475 


258 


476 


43 


163 
19 


8. C), - 


_— 


144 


259 
158 
517 











SURETYSHIP—Continued. 


Page 
4 —One co-surety entitled to benefit “ yee to 


other. Scribner v. Adams (Me. 8. 

5.—Effect of debtor giving collateral uuaine to ag 
itor. oes eas. Co. v. Wilkinson (N. J. r. & 
App.), 

6. APP tied extension of liability. Detroit ‘Sav. Bank 
v. Zeigler (Mich. 8. C.), Ab. 457, 
7.—Invalid agreement to agen time, no release of 
surety. Turner v. Williams (Me. 8S. 6), Ms. sas 

8.—For faithful performance: change of principal’s 
duties. Detroit Sav. Bank v. Zeigler (Mich. 8. C.),N. 
462; Nat.Mech.Bk’g Asso v.Conkling (N.Y. App.), N. 

9.— Of married woman; agency; seal. Wagoner v. 
Watts (N. J. 8. C.), Ab. 


318 


+) 


ae 


463 


10.—Obligors on replevin bond not released ‘by defects - 


ip process or bond. Nichols vy. 

11 — Official bond; failure to require account from offi- 
cer does not release surety ; ore - name of one 
> Surety. Stern v. People (Il. S.C.), A 


Standish (Conn. 8. 


7 
— Official bond of de facto officer, 3. PRE on, liable ; ; 
3 


estoppel Weston v. Sprague (Vt. 8. C.) Ab. 

13.—Sheriff, when liable for willful trespass. 
v. Killian (Neb. 8S. ©.), Ab 
See Fraud ; 


Turner 


“Limitation. 


TAXATION. Constitutional Jaw; provision as to 
ag or does not apply to local assessment. Cain 
Commr's of Davie Oo. (N. C. 8. C.), Ab. ........ 
2. Lic ense fee for sale of spirits nota tax; uniform- 
“i. Pleuler v. State (Neb. 8. C.), zi 
8.— State, on telegraph messages inv alid. “WwW est. ‘Un. 
Tel. Co. v. State (U.S. 5S. C.), Full. 
4.— Statute requiring separate distinct 
parcels : void tax sale. 
Ab. 


assessment ‘of 
Young v. Joslin (R. I. 8. C.), 
5.— Valuation of property by different modes not in- 
equality : ——- —- Wagoner vy. Loomis 
(Ohio 8S. CG.) paint ene maine OR bine 
See Ponctibntonat Law: Municipal Bonds : Munici i- 
pal Corporation ; Sale ; Statutory Construction. 
Pe EGR P See Contract; Taxation. 
ey NCY. ‘Tenant in common ; — ements by. 
a) ae Greenwood (Minn. 8.C as 
2.—Of husband and wife; when saint. Fladung v. 
Be Gs Ma MO... Sa ccicns <00nncteeee 
3.— At will, w rat is ; termination. 
son (R. I. 8. C.), Full..... 
See Action; Landlord and 
Cause. 





Johnson y. John- 


Tenant ; Removal ‘of 


TITLE. To ice in navigable eo ie riparian rights. 
l 1 


Wood v. Fowler (Kans. 8. C.), 
See Animals; Bailment ; De 0sit ; 
Insurance, Life ; 


Eminent Domain: 
He dge. 


T See Municipal Corporation, 

T WN * Willfully causing horses to break away; dam- 
Ab by collision. aw v. Geldmacher (Mo. 8. C.), 

ey -—MARK. Infringement; bottles. Allen vy. 
ii (sg i Rear eee 

2.———; ‘* misfit clothing parlor” not on “ misfit par- 
lor.” Cohn v. Kahn (Ohio 8. C.), N ...........0000s. 


3.— ‘** Ironclad ”’ on leather boots; adoption for india 
rubber poate, no infringement. Hecht v. Porter 
(San F. .), N. 

4.— AAS name of ; “Snorting Chronicie” 
fringement of ‘Newcastle Chronicle.” 
Hulton (Eng. App.), N ‘ 

5.— In —y of person. “William Rodgers Mtg. Co. 
Rogers & 8S. Mfg. Co. (U. S. C. C., Mass.), Ab. 

6.— Sale of business with ‘ “good will,” etc., 

Mackinnon v. Thompson (Canada Q. B.), N 

—‘* Shawknit ” and ‘* 8380” infringed by ‘‘ seemless a 

and ‘‘ 850."" Shaw Stocking Co. vy. Mack (U. 


‘no in- 
Cowan vy. 


I 


hy Preaow ; , 

x a devices ; s *«sapolio.” 
et OS eee ear ee eer ee 

9.—'* Twin brothers ” on yeast valid. Burton v. Strat- 
ton (U.8.C.C., Mic CM Gris. schced endabeen van 

TRESPASS See Action: " Negligence 2 Statutory 
Construction. 


TRI IAL. Charge to jury. 


State v. Poe (Tenn. S. C.), 
2, Refusal to plead ; ‘statutory construction. In Te 
Smith ( Mass. 8. C.), Ab . eee 

3. a" as » open and c lose at. Schoff v. ‘Laithe (N. H. 


4.— w ihdrewal of evidence. State v. Towler o.! I. 8. 


42 


-<+ 


118 


includes. 
= 


i ee one . 478 
See Criminal ‘Law; Negligence. ‘ 
TROVER. As to grain mixed in elevator with larger 
a Forbes v. Fitchburg R. Co. (Mass. 8. C. ys 
El sadowand haba ieee. abe eke neibens 5 
— Rescission of sale for fraud ; demand and tender ; H 
” damages. Warner Vv. Vallily (R.1 S.C ey seven *° 254 


TRUST, Charitable. Stonestreet v. Doyle (Va. 8 
N. 282; Rizer v. Perry (Md. aee- ), N. 283; Nichols 
: “"hitee Clean. 8. C.), N 
3. waste poor. Hesketh v. ‘Murphy (N. J. Ch. )» 
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TRUST —Continued. Page. 


4.--Executor may purchase trust property from pur- 
chaser with title. Welsh v. a (Iowa 8. C.), 
Ab. 


5. Trustee having power ‘to sell; ” duty of purchaser. 
Van Bokkelen v. Tinges (Md. App. ), Ab. 


KE. See Custom. 

Usage: Estoppel;: release <4 time of loan, not. 
e+ v. Dean (Vt. 8. C.), 

2.—Loan of money for share “ profits of business, not. 
Goodrich v. Rogers (Ill. S. C.), AD......... ....eeeeee 

3.—Where borrower Semnauiames ; aa in trust to pay 
usurious debt, creditors may enforce trust; assign- 
ment for —— _ Chapin v. Thompson (N. Y. 
App.), Ab.. SAncce penebacobreneeseen ebnecegine 


WAIVER. See Criminal Law; 
( 
WAREHOUSEMAN. Negligence, failure to de- 


liver prima facie evidence of. Wilson v. South Pac. 


Lien; Removal of 


R. CANTY C.), > srs SONS Sa SEE er 
. See Damages; Sale 
WARRA CO Ancient ditch, obstruction 
of, liability for; esaiion of action. Ramsdale v. 
Foote (Wis. 8. oe 
—Eminent domain ov er - Ormerod vy. N. Tx. 
S. & B. R. Co. (U. C. See ee 


3.— When injunction “will at be granted to restrain 
use of; rights of —— proprietors. Walton v. 
Mills (N. c.8.C.), ° 

4.—Owner of x te stiibe cannot detain. 
Norman (R. A Sera ee ativan 

5.—Pollution a Silver Spring B. & D. Co. v. Waus- 
kuck Co. (R. I. 8. C.) 

6.—No property in w ater ats rights of riparian ev ner ; ‘ 

way se. to water Druley v. Adam (Il. 8. C.), Ab. 
AY. See Easeime nt. 

WHARFA AGE. See Constitutional Law. 

WILL. Bequest of money to be free from claims of 
creditors. Broadway Nat’! Bank v. Adams (Mass. S. 
C.), Ab 

of use of personal estate without gift over. 
Chase v. Chase (Mass. 8. C.), A 


9 
a 





"Howe v. 





WILL-—Continued. . Page. 


3.--Construction of ; conversion of realty into Perean- 
alty ; equitable power. King v. King (R. I. 8. C.), 
Bs 9:6 0cks 6000200, sandace .snaas  sdedebeel eect 
; devisee authorized to dispose of land me | “ne 
sqeervins life interest. Perry v. Cross (Mass. 8. C.), 
Robert v. ‘Corning w. yy 
ME TE ass 4.004) pandneneadticn 
6.—Destruction of, by wife of testator; ’ preservation 
of fragments. Wells v. Waight (Eng. Pro 
7.——, by testator induced by undue influetice, not 
revocation. Rich vy. Gilkey (Me.S. C.), Full ......... 
8.—Equity ; conversion of realty into personalty by 
will. Shaw v. Chambers (Mich. 8. C.), Ab.......... 
9.—Execution of ; acknowledgment of signature. Blake 
v. Blake (Eng. App.), Ab.. 
10.—Interpretation ; question ‘of intention how deter- 
mined. Brown vy. Bartlett (N. H.S. C.), 
11.—Legacy ; payment of; scaling. Wilson v. Powell 
N. C.8.C.), Ab 








12.—Oral promise to devise, revocable, 
Robinson (Mich. 8. C.), N 
13.— Revocation, evidence "of ; rules applicable to es- 
Gave do not apply to. Sewell v. Slingluff (Md. App. " 
Dicce coecccccess 
14.—Subsequent birth of. only heir defeats ‘‘watamee” 
right of ow to pursue landssold. Smith v. Robert- 
Gam Ch. Es BO Bink cane sadss: thnaakeens ese 
15.—Undue pe + alte $ affection for’ religious. adviser 
not; gift to alien; implied trust; evidence on 
probate of will; diaries of testator. Marx v. Mc- 
Glynn (N. Y. App. ), Ab 
16.—Void direction causing intestacy. Brown v. Burdett 
Ce. SO, Bh LD wad cons <tanassur aba dele eden 
17.—Witnesses, competency of, not coueeenete to be 
questioned. Clark vy. Clark’s estate (Vt. 8. C.), Ab.. 476 
See Bequest ; Definition ; Idem po 
WITNESS. Expert, court decides qualifications of. 
Perkins v. Stic kney (Mass. 8. C.), Ab. 
2.—Privilege ; criminating imran Ex parte “Rey- 
nolds (Eng. App.), Ab senedeas 8 
3. Privilege of, as to arrest. Larned v. Griffin w. 8.¢. 
TJ .¢ SD }y. IUUUE 5 00a be: suidiceecgsakgsesedacsasecceen teal 
See Criminal Law ; Evidence. 
WORDS. See Definitions. 





